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Rusk Testimony Denie
Retaliation on Otepka
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personal interest” in the case
and there is “no one . . , who
; ants to see justice done more
lassured investigating SenatorSithan he.” Since ordering the
nearly two years ago thdtlpharges brought, Crockett
charges were “not brought iitladded, Ruck has taken no part
'retaliation” against Otto in the malter since it will be up
‘Otepka, the department’s tdpllto him to make a final deter-
security evaluator, for 8 fnination. .
tes‘tlr.noﬁy before thle?;. ith Rusk, in his testimony, $aid
re'lrehél:e ;Y:sstetl:ggabey thvglscna o Jthat he became concern‘ed.al?out
Tnternal Security subcommitide|Opteka’s alleged activities
tof the fourth volume of testimp- [because the evidence seemed
ny. bearing on the controversipl |*to present serious questions of
case. - sccurity in the department.”
It is still pending and Olepla|subsequently, he added, Opteka
is scheduled to have a heari§g|was accused of supplying Jay
Oct. 11 on his appeal from G. Sourwine,  subcommittee
dismissal. He has remaincd pnfeounsel, with classified informa-
the payroll at more than $19.0001tion concerning the loyalty of
fa year pending a final decisipn| prospective  appointees, of
{in the case. furnishing questions for Sour-
Rusk’s statement was mafle] wine’s use in questioning his
.superiors, and with mutilating.
official documents. ‘

By CECIL IIOLLAND
! Btar Staff Writer
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from the transcript of testimopy]

to have been a long and {x- ,
{raordinary appearance befdrd Otepka, it was brogght out,:
the subcommittee. The Secfe ‘lalck?°§719d5f£ hthqe df:lr%d tt‘;;g
| : as i

1tary, who testified Oct. 21, 1 SI‘fh]Sdg s 8 " .
said he wanted to “clear ajaj When Rusk protested “unau-
the underbrush

of misunder} thorized underground relations”
standing” which had develoje

between the subcommiltee and
between the department and ag State Department  officials,
subcommittee over the case,

Senators  emphasized  that,
Otepka was asked questions and:
asked to supply questions for'
-the subcommiftee 1o use.

between Rusk and subcomdpif . What's wrong with jt?” Sen.
tec members indicated all fn¢ Jopn L. McClellan, D-Ark.,

misunderstanding _ was o} demanded at one point.
cleared away. Rusk, who was secking to get

From a more recent witnds guidelines established for such

53 an inquiry, spoke of ‘‘an eresion

evc.ﬁ?lty U})dcg:secxl‘{ct&ry tgf Stpty of cox?fidg’hcepamnng people who

diiam J, Lrocketl, e SPF ara working at adjoining desks”
committee heard that Rgs

- in the department because
considered the Otepka maffe o A
as “his case.’ Crockett, wh they do not know whelher they

'? can give confidence to each

appeared before the subcomrpi :
toe last May 4, said the Se other or not, He sa\q he hoped
tary personally ordered charpe the and the subcommittee could
brought against Otepka 4nd|work together “so we do not
eventually his dismissal. have these shadows lurking
. He said Rusk has a “dbep|over the department so people
ST o - SEPcannot  trust  their own  col-

Deputy Testified
The testimony and exchanfe

lgagueg &nd deal in good faith,”
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